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1. Introduction
Onychophora (velvet worms) is an enigmatic taxon with 
a changing history concerning their systematic position. 
For a long time, they were considered to link Annelida 
and Arthropoda (e.g., Lankester, 1904; briefly reviewed 
in Wright and Luke, 1989). However, at the latest after 
the final abandonment of the Articulata-concept and 
the establishment of the Ecdysozoa (e.g., Aguinaldo et 
al., 1997; Mallatt et al., 2004; Telford et al., 2008; Dunn 
et al., 2008; Borner et al., 2014), a relationship between 
the Annelida and Arthropoda is off the table. Currently, 
velvet worms are united with Tardigrada and Arthropoda 
in the widely accepted clade Panarthropoda within the 
monophyletic Ecdysozoa and only the clustering of the 
three groups is still a matter of debate (see literature 
above and Hejnol et al., 2009; Meusemann et al., 2010; 
Rota-Stabelli et al., 2010; Campbell et al., 2011; Mayer et 
al., 2013). Regarding the cuticle, ultrastructural, (ultra)
histochemical, and biochemical studies have noted strong 
similarities between the onychophoran and the arthropod 
cuticle in its simplest form (e.g., Robson, 1964; Lavallard, 
1977; Wright and Luke, 1989; Krishnan, 1970; Hackmann 
and Goldberg, 1975).
As far as is known, not only the cuticle of arthropods 
but also the cuticle of most Ecdysozoa contains chitin (e.g., 
partly summarized in Greven and Peters, 1986.; Neuhaus 
et al., 1997a, b; Kristensen and Neuhaus, 1999), and it 
is widely accepted that the presence of a specific type of 
chitin, i.e. α-chitin, in cuticle layers near the epidermis is 
an apomorphic character of this clade. According to data 
from the literature (summarized in Schmidt-Rhaesa et al., 
1998; Nielsen, 2012; Westheide and Rieger, 2013, Greven 
et al., 2016, 2019), there is no doubt that the vast majority 
of arthropods has α-chitin in the cuticle (reviewed in 
Neville, 1975). This should also apply to the cuticle of 
onychophorans, in which the presence of α-chitin was 
shown in the last century using X-ray diffraction (Lotmar 
and Picken, 1950; Rudall, 1955; see also Rudall and 
Kenchington, 1973). However, today X-ray diffraction 
alone is not considered to be sufficient to demonstrate and 
characterize chitin-types (e.g., Kumirska et al., 2010) and 
its use even may produce erroneous results (see Greven et 
al., 2019).
In the present article, we therefore study the cuticle of 
a velvet worm with more modern and stronger methods, 
such as Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR) 
Abstract: We characterize the trunk cuticle of velvet worms of the Peripatoides novaezealandiae-group (Onychophora) using SEM, 
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and thermogravimetric analysis (TGA), and complete 
these results with transmission (TEM) and scanning elec-
tron microscopy (SEM).
2. Materials and methods
2.1. Origin of the samples
For the present study, we examined samples of Peripatoides 
novazealandiae (Hutton, 1876) endemic to New Zealand 
from various sources:
1. Remnants of individuals, which were previously used 
for studies on muscle proteins (e.g., Prasath et al., 2013) 
and were obtained from a commercial dealer (www.exotic-
pets.co.uk) in 2010. Time and site of collection unknown. 
These remains were stored in either 2.5% glutaraldehyde 
in 0.1 mol/L cacodylate buffer or 70%–80% ethanol.
2. Two specimens were purchased in 2016 from the Pet 
Factory (Germany). Time and site of collection unknown. 
One specimen was also fixed in 2.5% glutaraldehyde (GA) 
in 0.1 mol cacodylate buffer and processed for TEM (see 
below).
As P. novazealandiae is considered a species complex 
with several morphospecies (see Trewick, 2000; Pripnow 
and Ruhberg, 2003), its current status is unclear (Oliveira 
et al., 2012). Therefore, the second specimen, fixed in 70%, 
was deposited in the Staatiches Museum für Naturkunde 
Karlsruhe (Karlsruhe, Germany) (Acc. No. SMNK-
ONY0013).
3. Ten specimens were obtained from the collections 
of the Natural History Museum of Denmark (catalogue 
number NHMD-274199). Time and site of collection: 15 
October 1962, Rotorua, New Zealand. Specimens were 
fixed with unknown fixative and stored long term in 70% 
ethanol. The specimens were used for chitin isolation. Two 
individuals from the same sample are shown in Figures 1A 
and 1B. Serial photos were taken in different focal planes 
with a BK+ Imaging System from Visionary Digital (Dun, 
Inc., http://www.duninc.com) equipped with a Canon EOS 
7D camera. The serial photos were stacked and combined 
with Zerene Stacker (Version 1.04; http://zerenesystems.
com).
2.2. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
Pieces of the previously used GA-fixed material were rinsed 
in distilled water, dehydrated with hexamethyldisilazane 
(HMDS), mounted on stubs, sputtered with gold, and 
viewed in a SEM Leo 1430 (Fa. Zeiss). In addition, pieces 
of chitin extracted for FT-IR (see below) were processed in 
the same way and viewed in a SEM Quanta FEG 250.
2.3. Transmission electron microscopy (TEM)
Pieces of the trunk were fixed in 2.5% glutaraldehyde in 0.1 
mol cacodylate buffer, postfixed in 1% osmiumtetroxide in 
the same buffer, dehydrated in an acetone series (stained 
with 1% phototungstic acid plus 0.5% uranylacetate in 
70% acetone) and embedded in Spurr’s medium. A sample 
from the previously fixed specimens was also postfixed 
and embedded. Semithin sections (1 μm, for orientation) 
were stained with toluidinblue–borax. Ultrathin sections 
were cut with a Reichert 0MU3 ultramicrotome, mounted 
Table. FT-IR bands of commercial α-chitin, Peripatoides novaezealandiae chitin, and β-chitin from cuttlebone.
Functional group and vibration modes  Classification Commercial α-chitin
Peripatoides 
α-chitin
Cuttlebone 
β-chitin
O–H stretching - 3430 3434 -
N–H stretching - 3104–3261 3098–3271 3265
CH3 sym. stretch and CH2 asym. stretch Aliphatic compounds 2937 - 2923
CH3 sym. stretch Aliphatic compounds 2874 2888 -
C=O secondary amide stretch Amide I 1655 1654 1640
C=O secondary amide stretch Amide I 1620 1622 -
N–H bend, C–N stretch Amide II 1553 1551 1551
CH2 ending and CH3 deformation - 1425 1415 1427
CH bend, CH3 sym. deformation - 1375 1377 1374
CH2 wagging Amide III, components of protein 1307 1310 1307
Asymmetric bridge oxygen stretching - 1154 1154 1151
Asymmetric in-phase ring stretching mode - 1114 1113 1105
C-O-C asym. stretch in phase ring Saccharide rings 1069 1069 1058
C-O asym. stretch in phase ring 1009 1022 1024
CH3 wagging A long chain 952 952 946
CH ring stretching Saccharide rings 894 896 872
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on copper grids, stained with lead and uranylacetate and 
viewed in a Zeiss Elmiskope EM 109.
2.4. Isolation of chitin
Samples stored in ethanol (80%) were dried at room 
temperature for 4 h. They were then heated in 2 M HCl 
solution at 50 °C for 4 h. After that, the samples were 
rinsed with distilled water (up to neutral pH). To remove 
proteins, the remaining tissue was transferred in 4 M 
NaOH solution and heated at 100 °C for 12 h, then rinsed 
with distilled water again until a neutral pH was reached. 
Subsequently, the sample was treated with 0.2 NaOCl 
at room temperature for 3 h to remove other organic 
residues, such as pigments. Finally, the sample was rinsed 
several times to reach neutral pH again and then dried at 
room temperature for 24 h. The obtained chitin skeletons 
from P. novaezealandiae are shown in Figures 1C and 1D. 
Commercial α-chitin was obtained from Sigma-Aldrich 
(pcode: 1001416772), and β-chitin from the cuttlebone of 
Sepia sp. was supplied from the stock in the Department 
of Biotechnology and Molecular Biology (Aksaray 
University).
2.5. Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR)
The FT-IR spectrum of chitin from Peripatoides 
exoskeleton was obtained using a Perkin Elmer FT-IR 
Spectrometer (ATR) (Perkin Elmer 100,  Waltham, MA, 
USA) over the frequency range of 4.000–625 cm–1. The FT-
IR spectrum was compared with spectra of known α- and 
β-chitin samples (s. 2.4.).
2.6. Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA)
An EXSTAR S11 7300 device was used to examine thermal 
properties of the isolated chitin. The analysis was conducted 
at temperatures changing 10 °C per min between 100 and 
850 °C under a nitrogen atmosphere (Kaya et al., 2017).
3. Results
3.1. Electron microscopy (SEM and TEM)
The dorsal body surface of Peripatoides novaezealandiae 
bears transversal rows of scaled large papillae from which 
sensory bristles extend, and smaller papillae that lack 
such an extension. Corresponding to the epidermal cells, 
papillae are formed by small scales that appear to be ribbed 
(Figure 2A). The cuticle is very thin, ranging from <1 μm in 
the transversal folds to approximately 2 μm in the sensory 
organs. It covers the monolayered epidermis, which rests 
on a thin basal lamella followed by a thick layer of collagen 
fibrils (Figures 2B and 2C). The general (trunk) cuticle 
reveals two main layers, the thin multilayered epicuticle 
and the thick procuticle (Figure 2D).
Epicuticle: The extremely delicate epicuticle needs 
considerable high magnifications to resolve its layers. 
Nevertheless, their course and number are not entirely 
clear. In favourable sections, at least three layers may be 
visualized, measuring altogether approximately 60 to 80 
nm. The innermost layer—inner epicuticle (terminology 
adopted from Wright and Luke, 1984)—appears electron 
dense, but is not always continuous (Figures 2E and 2F). In 
Figure 1. Preserved specimens (A–B) and chitin isolates (C–D) of Peripatoides novaezealandiae. A: Lateral view. B: Ventral view. C: 
Chitin skeleton of complete specimen. D: Chitin skeleton of a single segment.
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some areas, layer 1 tends to lift away from layer 2, leaving a 
small space between them that occasionally appears to be 
bridged by small vertical structures (Figure 2F).
Procuticle: This innermost cuticular layer is relatively 
uniform and accounts for the main part of the cuticle. 
Its thickness depends on the body region, measuring 
approximately 1 to 3 μm. The bulk of the procuticle reveals 
a fibrous structure, and fibres appear to be randomly 
oriented. (Figures 2C–2F). In some regions the procuticle 
appears somewhat denser, obscuring the fibrous pattern 
(Figures 2D, 2F). Furthermore, we observed discrete 
structures within the cuticle that sometimes appeared to 
have a hollow space (Figures 2E and 2F).
Randomly arranged nanofibres are also seen in the 
samples prepared for FT-IR and viewed by SEM. Here, the 
width of the nanofibres is between 27 and 36 nm (Figure 
2G and inset).
3.2. Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR)
FT-IR spectra of commercial α-chitin, chitin isolated from 
Peripatoides novaezealandiae, and squid pen β-chitin are 
shown in Figure 3. Commercial α-chitin has a broad, 
divided, and V-shaped (sharp) amide I band with peaks 
at around 1655 and 1620 cm–1 (Figure 3a). Chitin obtained 
from P. novaezealandiae has the same broad, divided, and 
V-shaped amide I  band with peaks around 1654 and 1622 
cm–1
 
(Figure 3b), whereas the spectrum of the β-chitin 
of cuttlebone has a broad, undivided, U-shaped amide I 
band around 1640 cm–1 (Figure 3c). Data for the amide II 
band are also given in Figure 3. All other FT-IR absorption 
bands are listed in the Table.
3.2. Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA)
TG/DTG analyses are decisive for determining the purity 
and type of chitin. The results for chitin extracted from 
P. novaezealandiae are illustrated in Figures 4a and 4b. 
As is seen here, only a single degradation was recorded 
between 200 and 400 °C, which can be attributed to 
the degradation of chitin. The maximum degradation 
temperature (DTGmax) was 354 °C (Figure 4b). 
According to the literature, a DTGmax lower than 350 °C 
is attributed to β-chitin, whereas values higher than 350 
°C are characteristic for α-chitin (Kaya et al., 2017). Thus, 
the DTGmax shown for the chitin of P. novaezealandiae 
clearly indicates the presence of α-chitin.
4. Discussion
4.1. The structure of the cuticle
The ultrastructure of the trunk cuticle in onychophorans 
studied thus far appears relatively uniform. The cuticle 
consists of a compound epicuticle that may be divided into 
a stratified outer and an inner homogeneous epicuticle, 
and the procuticle with randomly ordered fibrils, in which 
a variably sclerotized exocuticle may be identified in some 
regions (see Robson, 1964; Lavallard, 1965, 1972; Wright 
and Luke, 1984). The epicuticle is more variable. The 
appearance of single layers may depend on the fixatives 
used, and may differ in certain body regions and between 
species. Furthermore, the number of layers appears not to 
be standardized. In the epicuticle of the trunk cuticle, four 
(Peripatopsis moseleyi: Robson, 1964), three (Peripatus 
[today Epiperipatus] acacioi: Lavallard, 1965, 1977), and 
five layers (Euperipatoides leukartii: Wright and Luke, 
1984) were distinguished. In E. leukartii, the fourth layer 
situated immediately above the osmiophilic layer (= inner 
epicuticle)—the counting of layers is not clear  in this 
article (see Figure 13 and text)—is striated, i.e. consists 
of vertical rods. In addition, Wright and Luke (1984) 
described ‘pore canals’ in the epicuticle extending into 
the procuticle, and helicoidally organized collagen fibres 
beneath the epidermis not seen so far in the other species. 
Concerning the epicuticle and the unknown structures in 
the procuticle, further studies are needed.
The ultrastructure and (ultra)histochemistry (e.g., 
tanned lipoproteins) of the outer and untanned lipoproteins 
in the inner epicuticle, α-chitin and proteins in the untanned 
procuticle, and the occurrence of a discontinuous ‘sclerotin’ 
layer (= exocuticle) hardened by quinone tanning, e.g., 
in sensory setae, claws, and mandibles, as well as cuticle 
proteins (Robson, 1964;  Hackman and Goldberg, 1975; 
summarized and broadened in Wright and Luke, 1984) 
prompted the authors to conclude that “the overall scheme 
of cuticle structure suggests likely homology with the basic 
arthropod design” (Wright and Luke, 1984; p. 620).
At high magnifications, ultrathin sections of the 
cuticle, but even clearer SEM images of the chitin samples 
prepared for FT-IR, show many irregularly arranged fibres, 
confirming the nonlamellated, nonhelicoidal organisation 
of the onychophoran cuticle (Robson, 1964; Lavallard, 
1965, 1977; Wright and Luke, 1984). When observed with 
SEM, isolates of insect α-chitin exhibit different surface 
morphologies ranging from smooth without ‘nanopores’ 
(= pore canals) to fibrous with or without nanopores 
and very distinct nanofibres (e.g. Kaya et al., 2016a). The 
surface of the α-chitin isolate of P. novaezealandiae does 
not exhibit nanopores (as pore canals appear to be absent, 
see above), but shows distinct nanofibres.
4.2. Type of chitin and arrangement of chitin nanofibres
Chitin, one of the most abundant biopolymers found 
in nature, is widespread among animals (e.g., Jeuniaux, 
1982), where it occurs in two polymorphic crystalline 
structures, i.e. α- and β-chitin. The less studied γ-chitin 
(Jang et al., 2004; Lavall et al., 2007; Wang et al., 2013) is 
probably a combination of the α- and β structures rather 
than a different allomorph (Kumirska et al., 2010). The 
cuticle of all Panarthropoda including onychophorans 
studied so far contains α-chitin exclusively, but studies 
concerning velvet worms have used either methods 
generally not specific for chitin (e.g., ‘positive Schultze 
reaction’ by Kunike [1925] and Krishnan [1970]) or 
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Figure 2. Structure of the cuticle of Peripatoides novaezealandiae. A SEM image of the dorsal cuticle showing transversely folded ridges 
with bristled and nonbristled papillae covered by ribbed ‘scales’. B: Semithin section; note thinness of the cuticle (arrows). s papilla 
(arrowhead); co = collagen, ep = epidermis, mu = muscles. C: Low-power TEM image of the epidermis (ep), and cuticle (cu). Note the 
collagenous layer beneath the epidermis (co). D–F: High power TEM images showing the varying appearance of the epicuticle and the 
procuticle. D: Epicuticle (double-headed arrow) with several layers, the inner epicuticle (arrow) is osmiophilic; procuticle (pr) with 
fibrous (asterisk) and more compact parts (circle). E: Largely fibrous procuticle; the osmiophilic inner epicuticle seems to be reduced; 
note the space between layers 1 and 2 bridged by small vertical structures (arrow); unknown structures in the procuticle (arrowheads): 
F: Transition from the three-layered epicuticle (1, 2, 3) to the epicuticular parts with the space between layers 1 and 2. G: SEM images of 
the surface of a chitin isolate showing randomly arranged nanofibres. Inset: high power image of nanofibres.
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X-ray diffraction to characterize the cuticular chitin more 
specifically (Lotmar and Picken, 1950; Rudall, 1955; Rudall 
and Kenchington, 1973). Lotmar and Picken (1950), using 
the high crystallinity of the chitin as their main criterion 
(see also Rudall and Kenchington, 1973), mentioned only 
“The cuticle of Peripatus (Onychophora) gave a powder-
diagram with rings of remarkable sharpness. It appears to 
be α-chitin” (p. 59), but did not produce a corresponding 
diagram of β-chitin for comparison, whereas Rudall (1955; 
see also Rudall and Kenchington, 1973) studied an isolated 
but nonpurified (proteins were not removed) cuticle of 
Peripatoides sp., and stated a “resemblance to α-chitin in a 
similar state of purity” (p. 56).
There are various techniques for demonstrating the 
presence of chitin and its allomorphic forms, of which 
X-ray spectroscopy and FT-IR spectra analysis are widely 
used (for review see Kumirska et al., 2010). Generally, 
α-chitin has a higher crystallinity than β-chitin (Jang et 
al., 2004; Kumirska et al., 2010). However, the physical 
state of the chitin samples (dryness, contamination, 
particle size) influences the crystallinity of chitin (Cuong 
et al., 2016). Therefore, X-ray diffraction and FT-IR 
Figure 3. FT-IR spectra: overview (top), detail (below). Commercial α-chitin (a), extracted 
chitin from Peripatoides novaezealandiae (b), and β-chitin from cuttlebone (c).
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analysis may yield different results that most likely can be 
attributed to the chitin extraction method. For example, 
Zhang et al. (2000), using X-ray diffraction, reported 56% 
crystallinity of α-chitin from the shrimp cuticle, whereas 
Liu et al. (2012) recorded a much higher crystallinity 
(89%) from the same source. In the first example, chitin 
was extracted with mineral acid (1 M HCl at 100 °C for 
20 min), alkali solution (1 M NaOH at 80 °C for 24 h), 
and extra deproteinization (0.4% Na2CO3). In the second 
example, chitin was extracted with mineral acid (1 M HCl 
at 100 °C for 30 min), alkali solution (1 M NaOH at 80 
°C for 24 h), and decolorization (1% KMnO4 for 1 h). 
Thus, the same but differently processed chitin source gave 
different crystalline chitin samples, whereas FT-IR spectra 
showed that both chitin isolates had the same allomorphic 
structure (α-chitin). This means that results obtained by 
X-ray diffraction should be reexamined with different 
analytical approaches, such as FT-IR. Recently, we did this 
with the cuticle pentastomids, which were suggested to 
contain β-chitin after X-ray diffraction (Karuppaswamy, 
1977), but actually contained α-chitin (Greven et al., 2019).
In α-chitin, the piles of polysaccharide chains are 
disposed in an antiparallel fashion. This leads to strong 
inter- and intrasheet hydrogen bonding, whereas the 
sheets of β-chitin adopt a parallel fashion, and a relatively 
weak intrasheet hydrogen bonding network is formed 
among the chains. Therefore, some differences can be 
observed in the infrared spectra of α- and β-chitin. Many 
characteristic bands resemble one another in the infrared 
spectra of α- and β-chitin, but some bands, primarily 
amide I, II, and III bands, allow the distinction between 
the two polymorphic crystalline structures. These bands 
are responsible for C=O secondary amide stretch, N–H 
bend, C–N stretch, and CH2 wagging, respectively (Jang 
et al., 2004; Kumirska et al., 2010). The divided and sharp 
amide I band is especially characteristic of α-chitin, while 
the undivided and broad amide I band indicates β-chitin. 
The lower degree of crystallinity of β-chitin is indicated 
by the U-shaped amide band I, whereas the amide band I 
of α-chitin is V-shaped due to its higher crystallinity (e.g., 
Jang et al., 2004; Kumirska et al., 2010).
Thermogravimetry represents an additional method 
to discriminate chitin allomorphs (Jang et al., 2004), 
with which the maximum degradation temperature 
(DTGmax) of chitin samples is determined. The relatively 
high value of more than 350 °C shown for the chitin of P. 
novaezealandiae further supports the presence of α-chitin, 
which is more robust than other chitin allomorphs due to 
the above mentioned strong inter- and intrasheet hydrogen 
bonding (Jang et al., 2004).
4.3. Conclusions
Our study demonstrates more clearly and more specifically 
than before the presence of α-chitin in the cuticle of a 
velvet worm. As in the arthropod cuticle, its properties, 
such as stiffness and strength, surely depend on the chitin 
nanofibres, the type of proteins, the water content, and 
the interaction of the proteins with the chitin (see Neville, 
1973; Vincent and Wegst, 2004). The material properties 
of the onychophoran cuticle that can be considered as 
a composite material (as the [pan]arthropod cuticle in 
general) are to our knowledge not yet explored.
Acknowledgments
We greatly acknowledge the help of Ms. M. Nissen (TEM), 
Department Biologie, Heinrich-Heine Universität, 
Düsseldorf).
Figure 4. (a) Thermogravimetric (TG) and (b) derivative thermogravimetric (DTG) curves of chitin isolated from Peripatoides 
novaezealandiae.
GREVEN et al. / Turk J Zool
423
References
Aguinaldo AM, Tubeville JM, Linford LS, Rivera MC, Garey JR et al. 
(1976). Evidence for a clade of nematodes, arthropods and other 
moulting animals. Nature 387: 489-493. doi: 10.1038/387489a0
Borner J, Rehm P, Schill RO, Ebersberger I, Burmester T (2014). A 
transcriptome approach to ecdysozoan phylogeny. Molecular 
Phylogenetics and Evolution 80: 79-87. doi: 10.1016/j.
ympev.2014.08.001
Campbell LI, Rota-Stabelli O, Edgecombe GD, Marchioro T, 
Longhorn SJ et al. (2011). MicroRNAs and phylogenomics 
resolve the relationships of Tardigrada and suggest that velvet 
worms are the sister group of Arthropoda. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 
108: 15920-15924. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1105499108
Cuong HN, Minh NC, Hoa NV, Trung TS (2016). Preparation and 
characterization of high purity β-chitin from squid pens (Loligo 
chenisis). International Journal of Biological Macromolecules 
93: 442-447. doi: 10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2016.08.085
Dunn CW, Hejnol A, Matus DO, Pang K, Browne WE et al. 
(2008). Broad phylogenomic sampling improves resolution 
of the animal tree of life. Nature 452: 745-749. doi:  10.1038/
nature06614
Greven H, Peters W (1986). Localization of chitin in the cuticle of 
Tardigrada using wheat germ agglutinin–gold conjugate as a 
specific electron-dense marker. Tissue and Cell 18: 297-304.
Greven H, Kaya M, Baran T (2016). The presence of α-chitin in 
Tardigrada with comments on chitin in the Ecdysozoa. 
Zoologischer Anzeiger 264: 11-16. doi.org/10.1016/j.
jcz.2016.06.003
Greven H, Kaya M, Junker K, Akyuz L, Amemiya C (2019). 
Characterization of tongue worm (Pentastomida) chitin 
supports α- rather than β-chitin.  Zoologischer Anzeiger 279: 
111-115.
Hackman RH, Goldberg M (1975). Peripatus: Its affinities and its 
cuticle. Science 190: 582-583. doi: 10.1126/science.190.4214.582
Hejnol A, Obst M, Stamatakis A, Ott M, Rouse GW et al. (2009). 
Assessing the root of bilaterian animals with scalable 
phylogenomic methods. Proceedings of the Royal Society 
London, Series B 276: 4261-4270. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2009.0896
Jang MK, Kong BG, Jeong YI, Lee CH, Nah JW (2004). 
Physicochemical characterization of α-chitin, β-chitin, and 
γ-chitin separated from natural resources. Journal of Polymer 
Science A1 42: 3423-3432.  doi: 10.1002/pola.20176
Jeuniaux C (1982). La chitine dans la règne animal. Bulletin de 
Société zoologique de France 107: 363-386 (article in French 
with an abstract in English).
Karuppaswamy SA (1977). Occurrence of β-chitin in the cuticle of a 
Pentastomid Raillietiella gowrii. Experientia 33: 735-736. doi: 
10.1007/BF01944158
Kaya, M, Baublys V, Sargin I, Satkauskiene I, Paulaskas A et al. 
(2016). How taxonomic relations affect the physicochemical 
properties of chitin. Food Biophysics 11: 10-19.
Kaya M, Mujtaba M, Ehrlich H, Sakaberria AM, Baran T et al. 
(2017). On chemistry of γ-chitin. Carbohydrate Polymers 176: 
177-186. doi: 10.1016/j.carbpol.2017.08.076
Krishnan G (1970). Chemical nature of the cuticle and its mode of 
hardening in Eoperipatus weldon. Acta Histochemica 37: l-17.
Kristensen RM, Neuhaus B (1999). The ultrastructure of the 
tardigrade cuticle with special attention to marine species. 
Zoologischer Anzeiger 238: 261-281.
Kumirska J, Czerwicka M, Kaczynski Z, Bychowska A, Brzozowski 
K et al. (2010). Application of spectroscopic methods for 
structural analysis of chitin and chitosan. Marine Drugs 8: 
1567-1636. doi: 10.3390/md8051567
Kunike G (1925). Nachweis und Verbreitung organischer 
Skeletsubstanzen bei Tieren.  Zeitschrift für vergleichende 
Physiologie 2: 233-253 (in German).
Lankester ER (1904). The structure and classification of the 
Arthropoda. Quarterly Journal of Microscopical Science 47: 
523-582.
Lavall RL, Assis OB, Campana-Filho SP (2007). β-Chitin from the 
pens of Loligo sp.: Extraction and characterization. Bioresource 
Technology 98: 2465-2472. doi: 10.1016/j.biortech2006.09.002
Lavallard RM (1965). Étude au microscope électronique de 
l’épithélium tégumentaire chez Peripatus acacioi, Marcus et 
Marcus. Comptes rendus de l’Académie des sciences Série D, 
Sciences naturelles 260: 965- 968.
Lavallard RM (1972). Recherches sur le paroi tégumentaire et le cy-
cle d’intermue chez Peripatus acacioi, Marcus et Marcus. PhD, 
l’Université Paris, Paris, France.
Liu S, Sun J, Yu L, Zhang C, Li J et al. (2012). Extraction and 
characterization of chitin from the beetle Holotrichia 
parallela Motschulsky. Molecules 17: 4604-4611. doi: 10.3390/
molecules17044604
Lotmar W, Picken LR (1950). A new crystallographic modification of 
chitin and its distribution. Experientia 6: 58-59. doi: 10.1007/
BF02174818
Mallatt J, Garey JR, Shultz JW (2004). Ecdysozoan phylogeny and 
Bayesian inference: first use of nearly complete 28S and 18S 
rRNA gene sequences to classify the arthropods and their 
kin. Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution 31: 178-191. doi: 
10.1016/j.ympev.2003.07.013
Meusemann K, von Reumo BM, Simon S, Roeding F, Strauss S et 
al. (2010). A phylogenomic approach to resolve the arthropod 
tree of life. Molecular Biology and Evolution 27: 2451-2464. 
doi: 10.1093/molbev/msq130
GREVEN et al. / Turk J Zool
424
Mayer G, Kauschke S, Rüdiger J, Stevenson PA (2013). Neural markers 
reveal a one-segmented head in tardigrades (water bears). 
PLOS One 8:e59090. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0059090
Neuhaus B, Kristensen RM, Peters W (1997a). Ultrastructure of the 
cuticle of Loricifera and demonstrations of chitin using gold 
labelled with wheat germ agglutinin. Acta Zoologica Stockholm 
78: 215-225. doi: 10.1111/j.1463-6395.1997.tb01008.x
Neuhaus B, Bresciani J, Peters W (1997b). Ultrastructure of the 
pharyngeal cuticle and lectin labelling with wheat germ 
agglutinin–gold conjugate indicating chitin in the pharyngeal 
cuticle of Oesophagostomum dentatum (Strongylida, 
Nematoda). Acta Zoologica Stockholm 78: 205-213.
Neville AC (1975). Biology of the Arthropod Cuticle. Berlin, 
Germany: Springer.
Nielsen C (2012). Animal Evolution: Interrelationships of the Living 
Phyla. 3rd ed. Oxford, UK: University Press.
Oliveira IS; Morley V; Read VM St J, Mayer G (2012). A world 
checklist of Onychophora (velvet worms), with notes on 
nomenclature and status of names. ZooKeys 211: 1-70. doi: 
10.3897/zookeys.211.3463
Prasath T, Greven H, D’Haese J (2013). EF-hand proteins in 
onychophorans as compared to tardigrades and other 
ecdysozoans. Journal of Limnology 72: 44-53.
Pripnow B, Ruhberg H (2003). Peripatopsidae (Onychophora) 
from New Zealand: observations on selected morphs of 
the ‘Peripatoides novaezealandiae-complex’ in culture: 
morphological and reproductive aspects.  African Invertebrates 
44: 103-114.
Robson EA (1964). The cuticle of Peripatopsis moseleyi. Quarterly 
Journal of Microscopical Science 105: 281-299.
Rota-Stabelli O, Kayal E, Gleeson D, Daub J, Boore J et al. (2010). 
Ecdysozoan mitogenomics: Evidence for a common origin of 
the legged invertebrates, the Panarthropoda. Genome Biology 
and Evolution 2: 425-440. doi: 10.1093/gbe/evq030  
Rudall KM (1955). The distribution of collagen and chitin. Symposia 
of the Society for Experimental Biology 9: 49-70.
Rudall KM, Kenchington W (1973). The chitin system. Biological 
Reviews 49: 597-610. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-185X.1973.tb01570.x
Schmidt-Rhaesa A, Bartolomaeus Th, Lemburg Ch, Ehlers U, Garey 
J (1998). The position of the Arthropoda in the phylogenetic 
system. Journal of Morphology 238: 263-285. doi: 10.1002/
(SICI)1097-4687(199812)238:3<263
Telford MJ, Bourlat SJ, Economou A, Papillon D, Rota-Stabelli 
O (2008). The evolution of the Ecdysozoa. Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society B 363: 1529-1537. doi: 
10.1098/rstb.2007.2243
Trewick SA (2000). Mitochondrial DNA sequences support 
allozyme evidence for cryptic radiation of New Zealand 
Peripatoides (Onychophora). Molecular Ecology 9: 269-281. 
doi: 10.1046/j.1365-294x.2000.00873
Wang Y, Chang Y, Yu L, Zhang C, Xu X et al. (2013). Crystalline 
structure and thermal property characterization of chitin from 
Antarctic krill (Euphausia superba). Carbohydrate Polymers 
92: 90-97. doi: 10.1016/j.carbpol.2012.09.084
Vincent JFV, Wegst GK (2004). Design and mechanical properties of 
insect cuticle. Arthropod Structure and Development 3: 187-
199. doi: 10.1016/j.asd.2004.05.006
Westheide W, Rieger G (2013). Spezielle Zoologie. Teil 1: Einzeller 
und Wirbellose Tiere. 3rd ed. Heidelberg, Germany:  Springer-
Spektrum (in German).
Wright JC, Luke BM (1989). Ultrastructural and histochemical 
investigations of Peripatus integument. Tissue and Cell 21: 
605-625.
Zhang M, Haga A, Sekiguchi, H, Hirano S (2000). Structure of 
insect chitin isolated from beetle larva cuticle and silkworm 
(Bombyx mori) pupa exuvia. International Journal of 
Biological Macromolecules 27: 99-105. doi:  10.1016/S0141-
8130(99)00123-3.
